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committed by their foes who claim no allegiance to Christ."
He might have added that the rebels had all broken their
solemn oath of allegiance to the Madrid Government.
In his Monthly Letter of October to his diocese the Arch-
bishop of York described as ridiculous the efforts made to
persuade the English people that the military rebels in Spain
represented " Christianity in conflict with atheism."
" There was a constitutional Government in Spain,
rather weak and ineffective, but legally established," he said.
" The patriotic course would have been to rally to it and
increase its authority, and especially to strengthen its control
over its turbulent extremists. Instead of this the military
chiefs initiated an armed rebellion. . . . No result was from
that time forward either possible or conceivable which is
not clearly disastrous."
On 2nd October General Franco had himself solemnly
invested at Burgos with the title of Commander-in-Chief
of the insurgent army and " Chief of the Spanish State."
In the course of the speech which he made afterwards to
an enthusiastic crowd he said that the insurrection had as
its motive the salvation of Spain, " A land of hidalgos and
nobles." The insurgents, he declared, were defending the
heritage of their ancestors. The Spanish empire was to be
revived. On the following day General Franco issued a
decree providing for the establishment of an administration
with juntas of defence, justice, commerce, and industry,
agriculture, labour, education, and public works, etc.
" This new State," he pledged, " will give social justice
to all, with a hearth and bread guaranteed to all workers.
There will be no suffrage, but the country will be re-
organized on ideally Spanish lines." He meant, of course,
ideally reactionary lines. In other words, he caused to be
constituted a government established purely by force as